cultural traditions or the vigour of its modern Nation-
alism. But, ait any rate, intellectual honesty should
have demanded that the use of a modern term be
appropriate.
Even from the point of view of physical geography
Prof. Coupland's regionalism has no meaning. In hi^
discussions of the river zones he blissfully ignores the
river basins when it suits him. Rajputana is not on
the Indus. Bengal which he takes out of the Ganges*
Delta practically depends upon the Ganges and its
tributaries. Orissa which is lumped together with
the Ganges Delta has a river system of its own and
has nothing to do with the Ganges basin or with the
Rajputana States. The Deccan has no river system
of its own. Even the exploiters of the Tennessee
Valley Scheme met with disastrous consequences at
first. The valley itself was converted into a dust
bowl. It required all the power of a democratic na-
tional government of an independent country like the-
U.S.A. to set matters right.
Vagaries of nature can be rectified by deliberate
collective human effort. But the vagaries of intellec-
tuals as the instruments of imperial policies are bound
to prove disastrous to the course of Indian history.
But probably I am doing Prof. Co-upland an injustice.
It may be that his Regionalism is only a label. Its-
only purpose may lie in its geo-political insinuations.
In fact, the only suggestion is that India should be
split up into warring zones. But none of them, nor
all put together, will have or acquire the strength or
the ability to combat external power and maintain
internal unity. The disposition of power which ProL
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